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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This is responsive to the Amendment filed on 29 May 2007. 



2. 



Claims 1 - 15. 18. 20 - 23, 26 - 27. and 29 - 31 are still pending. 



Claim Objections 



3. Claims 1,15, and 23 recite "acquiring a original database script". This is believed 
to be a typographical error for 'acquiring an original database script'. 

4. Claims 6. 13. 21. and 30 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claims 6, 13, 21, and 30 recite the limitation "copying the database script". This 
limitation has been added to the amended independent claims. 

5. Claims 26 - 27, and 29 - 31 are dependent on claim 23, which is directed to a 
"computer readable medium". However, claims 26 - 27. and 29 - 31 are all directed to a 
"GUI". 



6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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7. Claims 1 - 15, 18, 20 - 23, 26 - 27, and 29 - 31 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 112, second paragrapli, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Independent claims 1,8. 15, and 23 recite " substituting a source language string 
literal in the copied database script with a label , thereby creating a message file : using a 
translation data file to translate the source language string literal in the message file 
with a target language string literal, thereby creating a label file" (emphasis added). 

The message file created by substituting a source language string literal by a 
label, so the message file does not contain the string literal anymore since it has been 
replaced by the label. It is unclear how it is the source language string literal can be 
translated in the message file when there is no string literal in the message file. 

The Examiner will interpret these limitations as creating a message file separate 
from the copied database script, the message file containing both the label and the 
source language string literal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1,5-8. and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Barker et al (USPN 7,177,793). 

Claim 1: 
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Barker discloses a method comprising: 

acquiring an original database script in a source language (Fig. 1, item 130 and 
related text); 

copying the original database script to create a copied database script (Fig. 1, 
item 135 and related text); 

substituting a source language string literal in the copied database script with a 
label ("extracting translatable strings .... " col. 2, lines 41-46. "a unique identifier is 
assigned to each translatable string col. 2, lines 48), 

creating a message file containing the source language string literal and its 
corresponding label (Identifier is included in the ... various translation files ", col. 2, 
lines 49-50); 

using a translation data file to translate the source language string literal in the 
message file with a target language string literal, thereby creating a label file ("a 
particular translated string can be found in one of the translation files", col. 2, lines 50- 
52); 

and substituting the label in the database script with the target language string 
literal in the label file ("When display text, ... is retrieved the identifier is located col. 
2, lines 53-55) 

whereby a translated database is produced ("Translated strings can be gathered 
for display panels when the product is packaged", col. 2, lines 58-59). 
Claim 5: 
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Barker discloses the method of claim 1 , Barker further discloses running the 
database script to create a target language database (col. 2, lines 59-61). 
Claim 6: 

Barker discloses the method of claim 1 comprising copying the database script 
(Fig. 1, item 135 and related text). 
Claim 7: 

Barker discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the source language is English 
(col. 3, lines 1-4). 

Claims 8 and 12- 14: 

Claims 8 and 12 - 14 are similar in scope and content to claims 1 and 5-7 and 
are rejected with the same rationale. 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 0. Claims 2 - 4, 9 - 1 1 , 1 5, 1 8, 20 - 23, 26 - 27, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barker et al (USPN 7,177,793) in view of 
Heiny (USPN 5,778,356). 

Claim 2: 

Barker discloses the method of claim 1 but it does not explicitly disclose: 
adjusting the field width in the database script. 
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Heiny, in a similar method of displaying string in a plurality of languages, 
discloses adjusting the field width in the database script ("parts in the database may be 
repositioned within the schema hierarchy as well as being modified, added, and 
deleted", col.6, lines 53-55). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to adjust the field width in order to correctly display strings in different 
languages. The width of a string is not necessarily the same as the width of its 
translated counterpart; therefore it is obvious to make the width adjustable in order to 
properly display the strings in different languages. 

Claim 3: 

Barker and Heiny disclose the method of claim 2, Heiny further discloses 
wherein the adjusting occurs without user intervention ("provide flexibility in allocating 
storage space for the character strings ... ", col. 14. lines 61-65). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to adjust the width automatically in order to speed up the process. 

Claim 4: 

Barker and Heiny discloses the method of claim 2, Heiny further discloses 
wherein the adjusting the field width step comprises: analyzing a database script to 
determine the maximum width of each field; displaying a list of fields, field widths, and 
maximum field widths (Fig. 12 and related text); and allowing a user to modify a field 
width ("users are able to change the parts schema ... ", col. 6, lines 50-52). 
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It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to adjust the field width in order to correctly display strings in different 
languages. The width of a string is not necessarily the same as the width of its 
translation in another language; therefore it is obvious to make the width adjustable in 
order to properly display the strings in different languages. 

Claim 15: 

Barker discloses a method comprising: 

acquiring an original database script in a source language (Fig. 1, item 130 and 
related text); 

copying the original database script to create a copied database script (Fig. 1, 
item 135 and related text); 

substituting a source language string literal in the copied database script with a 
label ("a unique identifier is assigned to each translatable string col. 2, lines 48), 

creating a message file containing a source language string literal and its 
corresponding label ("identifier is included in the ... various translation files '\ col. 2, 
lines 49-50); 

using a translation data file to translate the source language string literal in the 
message file with a target language string literal, thereby creating a label file ("a 
particular translated string can be found in one of the translation files", col. 2, lines 50- 
52); 
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and substituting the label in the database script with the target language string 
literal in the label file ("When display text, ... is retrieved the Identifier is located col. 
2, lines 53-55) 

whereby a translated database is produced ("Translated strings can be gathered 
for display panels when the product is packaged", col. 2, lines 58-59). 

Heiny, in a similar method of displaying string in a plurality of languages, 
discloses adjusting the field width in the database script ("parts in the database may be 
repositioned within the schema hierarchy as well as being modified, added, and 
deleted", col.6, lines 53-55). Heiny further discloses wherein the adjusting the field width 
step comprises: analyzing a database script to determine the maximum width of each 
field; displaying a list of fields, field widths, and maximum field widths (Fig. 12 and 
related text); and allowing a user to modify a field width ("users are able to change the 
parts schema ... ", col. 6, lines 50-52). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to adjust the field width in order to correctly display strings in different 
languages. The width of a string is not necessarily the same as the width of its 
translation in another language; therefore it is obvious to make the width adjustable in 
order to properly display the strings in different languages. 

Claims 18, and 20-22: 

Claims 18, and 20 - 22 are similar in scope and content to claims 3, and 5-7 
and are rejected with the same rationale. 
Claims 23, 26 - 27, and 29 - 31 : 
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Claims 23, 26 - 27, and 29 - 31 are similar in scope and content to claims 15. 
18, and 20 - 22 and are rejected with the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a), Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Samuel G, Neway whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1058. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30AM - 5:30PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David R Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,815 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 2626 

number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 



SN 





DAVID HUDSPETH 
SUPERVISORY MFENT EXAMINER 



